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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This document is second Non-Final Office Action on the merits. This action is 
responsive to the following communications: Amendment, which was filed on May 30, 
2006. 

2. Claims 6 and 7 have been amended. 

3. Claims 1-20 are currently pending in the case, with claims 1 , 8, and 17 being the 
independent claims. 

4. Claims 1-20 are rejected. 

Claims Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 112, Second Paragraph 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The following terms are specified in the claims 
limitations throughout claims 1-20, but are not found literally in the specification and are 
not sufficiently describes so as to particularly point out the subject matter which 
applicants regard as their invention. As specified in the claims, the terms are indefinite 
as being subject to variable interpretations as to meanings: 

a) first modified text file 

b) second modified text file 

c) modified block of text 
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d) original text file 

e) source mode module 

f) source code text editor 

g) unmodified file 

h) unmodified file associated with a first format 

i) modified file 

j) modified file associated with a second format 

k) block of the modified file 

I) block in the unmodified file 

m) block in the final file 

n) mapping blocks 

n) first unique block 

o) second unique block 

p) corresponding first unique block 

q) corresponding second unique block 

r) first HTML file 

s) second HTML file 

t) unmodified HTML file 

u) unmodified HTML file associated with a first format 
v) modified HTML file 

w) modified HTML file associated with a second format 
x) modification 
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y) final HTML file having the first format 
z) first unique block in the modified file 
aa) second unique block in the modified file 
bb) first unique block in the unmodified file 
cc) second unique block in the unmodified file 
dd) adjacent unique blocks 
ee) adjacent corresponding unique blocks 

6. Upon review of the specification and the claims, the Examiner believes the 
invention is directed to an invention whereby text or code copied into a document is 
made to conform to the formatting of the document to which it is being copied into. As 
more clearly stated below, the functionality of adapting copied material to the formatting 
of a document is taught by Orr, et al., U.S. Patent 5,895,477. 

7. In the interest of compact prosecution, the application is further examined against 
the prior art, as stated below, upon the assumption that the applicants may overcome 
the above stated rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

Claims Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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8. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Orr, et al. (U.S. Patent 5,895,477, issued April 20, 1999) [hereinafter "Orr"]. 

Regarding independent claim 1, Orr teaches: 

A system for preserving original formatting in a text file comprising: 
a source code preservation module that receives an original text file with 
an original formatting, compares a first modified text file with a second modified 
text file to find a modified block of text and applies the modified block of text to 
the original text file to generate a final file with the original formatting. 
(See, Orr, Figure 21, and col. 26, lines 15-33, teaching that the new file may be 
modified to the format of the original file. See also, Orr, col. 27, lines 9-26, teaching the 
"universal object adaptor" functioning as the "source code preservation module" for 
making the comparison between the original text file and the modified block of text. 

See also, Orr, figure 12a, element 192, teaching the original text file containing 
other files. 

See also, Orr, figure 12b, element 194, col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching a first page 
for a first product. The first page has been converted to HTML from the page taught in 
figure 9. 

See also, Orr, figure 12c, element 196, and col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching a 
second page wherein the HTML content elements have been automatically scaled to fit 
the page. 
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See also, Orr, col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching that the changed documents are 
formatted to fit the original page to result in a final file in the original format.) 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Orr teaches: 

The system of claim 1, wherein the final file comprises source code. 
(See, Orr, col. 10, lines 25-27, teaching that the information presentation may be 
expressed in HTML, which is a source code.) 

Regarding dependent claim 3, Orr teaches: 

The system of claim 1, wherein the final file comprises HTML 
(See, Orr, col. 10, lines 25-27, teaching that the information presentation may be 
expressed in HTML.) 

Regarding dependent claim 4, Orr teaches: 

The system of claim 1, further comprising a design mode module. 
(See, Orr, col. 10, lines 50-53, and col. 14, lines 18-26, teaching a "design tree" 
functioning as the "design mode module.") 

Regarding dependent claim 5, Orr teaches: 

The system of claim 4, wherein the design mode module displays the 
original text file as rendered by a browser. 
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(See, Orr, Figures 1-14, and col. 20, line 37 through col. 22, line 8, teaching the design 
tree to display file in a browser.) 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Orr teaches: 

The system of claim 1, further comprising a source code module. 
(It is noted that the term "source code module" is not defined in the specification. Based 
on the use of the term in dependent claim 7, below, it is believed that the term "source 
code module" is intended by the applicants to be consistent with a module capable of 
managing source code in some manner that includes the ability to edit the code, and 
based on this reasoning, the term "source code module" will be interpreted in this 
manner for the rest of this office action. See, Orr, Figure 16, and col. 22, lines 8-34, 
teaching the rendering and editing of data in HTML source code. See also, Orr, Figure 
9, and col. 17, lines 61-65 teaching editing of text in an HTML document.) 

Regarding dependent claim 7, Orr teaches: 

The system of claim 6, wherein the source code module comprises a 
source code text editor. 
(See, rejection of claim 6 above, made applicable hereto by this reference.) 

Regarding independent claim 8, Orr teaches: 

A method for preserving formatting of an original file comprising: 
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receiving an unmodified file, the unmodified file associated with a first 

format; 

receiving a modified file, the modified file associated with a second format; 
comparing the unmodified file and the modified file to determine at least 

one modification; and 

applying the at least one modification to the unmodified file to generate a 

final file having the first format. 
(See, Orr, Figures 29-46, and col. 23, line 61 through col. 51, line 52, generally, 
teaching techniques for manipulation of dropping files into document. Specifically, see 
Orr, col. 34, lines 42-52, teaching adding new content to fit original content format. 

See also, Orr, figure 12a, and col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching an unmodified file. 
One rendered in HTML, the file is not modified with relation to the components within it. 

See also, Orr, col. figure 11, col. 18, lines 19-32, teaching modification of one of 
the document files to change orientation. 

See also, Orr, col. 18, lines 19-32, teaching that the invention re-computes the 
layout of the document based on the changes between the unmodified and modified file. 
The re-computed file is the final file having the first format.) 

Regarding dependent claim 9, Orr teaches: 

The method of claim 8, wherein the unmodified file is an HTML file. 
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(See, Orr, Figures 29-46, and col. 23, line 61 through col. 51, line 52, generally, 
teaching techniques for manipulation of dropping files into document. Specifically, see 
Orr, col. 34, lines 60-65, teaching use of HTML files.) 

Regarding dependent claim 10, Orr teaches: 

The method of claim 8, wherein the modified file is an HTML file. 
(See, Orr, Figures 29-46, and col. 23, line 61 through col. 51 , line 52, generally, 
teaching techniques for manipulation of dropping files into document. Specifically, see 
Orr, col. 34, lines 60-65, teaching use of HTML files.) 

Regarding dependent claim 11, Orr teaches: 

The method of claim 8, wherein the final file is an HTML file. 
(See, Orr, Figures 29-46, and col. 23, line 61 through col. 51 , line 52, generally, 
teaching techniques for manipulation of dropping files into document. Specifically, see 
Orr, col. 34, lines 60-65, teaching use of HTML files.) 

Regarding dependent claim 12, Orr teaches: 

The method of claim 8, wherein the unmodified file comprises the output 
of a source code text editor. 
(See, Orr, Figures 29-46, and col. 23, line 61 through col. 51, line 52, generally, 
teaching techniques for manipulation of dropping files into document. See also, Orr, 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,386 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2176 

Figure 9, and col. 17, lines 61-65 teaching editing of text in an HTML document. And 
see, Orr, col. 36, line 55 through col. 37, line 2, teaching editing the dropped content.) 

Regarding dependent claim 13, Orr teaches: 

The method of claim 8, wherein the modified file comprises the output of a 
design mode module. 
(See, Orr, col. 10, lines 50-53, and col. 14, lines 18-26, teaching a "design tree" 
functioning as the "design mode module." See also, Orr, col. 34, line 43 through col. 35, 
line 15, teaching that the original object may be modified to result in a modified output 
document.) 

Regarding dependent claim 14, Orr teaches: 

The method of claim 8, wherein comparing the unmodified file and the 
modified file to determine at least one modification comprises: 
copying the unmodified file to a final file; 
mapping blocks from the unmodified file to the modified file; 
in response to determining that a block in the modified file has no 
corresponding block in the unmodified file, inserting the block in the final file. 
(See, Orr, col. 47, line 47 through col. 48, line 26, teaching copying, mapping, and 
inserting functions as claimed.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 15, Orr teaches: 

The method of claim 8, wherein comparing the unmodified file and the 
modified file to determine at least one modification comprises: 
copying the unmodified file to a final file; 
mapping blocks from the unmodified file to the modified file: 
in response to determining a first unique block and a second unique block 
in the modified file are adjacent and the corresponding first unique block and 
corresponding second unique block in the unmodified file are not adjacent, 
moving the second unique block to a position adjacent to the corresponding first 
unique block in the final file. 
(See, Orr, Figures 32 and 37-46, col. 47, line 47 through col. 48, line 26, teaching 
copying and mapping functions as claimed. See also, Orr, col. col. 37, line 47 through 
col. 47, line 46, teaching manipulation of blocks to accommodate modified files,, 
including moving blocks adjacent to each other.) 

Regarding dependent claim 16, Orr teaches: 

The method of claim 8, wherein comparing the unmodified file and the 
modified file to determine at least one modification comprises: 

copying the unmodified file to a final file; 

mapping blocks from the unmodified file to the modified file; 

in response to determining that a block in the unmodified file has no 
corresponding block in the modified file, deleting the block in the final file. 
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(See, Orr, Figures 32 and 37-46, col. 47, line 47 through col. 48, line 26, teaching 
copying and mapping functions as claimed. See also, Orr, col. col. 37, line 47 through 
col. 47, line 46, teaching manipulation of blocks to accommodate modified files, 
including deleting blocks.) 



Regarding independent claim 17, Orr teaches: 

A computer-readable medium comprising computer-executable 
instructions for: 

comparing a first HTML file and a second HTML file to determine changes 
made to the second HTML file from the first HTML file; and 

receiving an unmodified HTML file, the unmodified HTML file associated 
with a first format; receiving a modified HTML file, the modified HTML file 
associated with a second format; 

comparing the unmodified HTML file and the modified HTML file to 
determine at least one modification; and 

applying the modification to the unmodified HTML file to generate a final 
HTML file having the first format. 
(See, Orr, Figures 8-38, generally, and Figures 8-1 2c, particularly, and col. 17, line 31 
through col. 51, lie 52 generally, and col. 18, lines 33-38, specifically, teaching use of 
HTML files for creation of a document as claimed in claim 17. 

See also, Orr, col. 6, lines 1-17teaching that the invention may be used with 
HTML documents. See specifically, Orr, col. 6, lines 9-12, teaching: "If the user 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,386 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2176 

changes text or graphics schemes in the document, or even the overall design, the fit is 
automatically recalculated and necessary adjustments are made to format and/or style." 

See also, Orr, figure 12c, element 196, and col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching a 
second page wherein the HTML content elements have been automatically scaled to fit 
the page. 

See also, Orr, figure 12b, element 194, col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching a first page 
for a first product. The first page has been converted to HTML from the page taught in 
figure 9. 

See also, Orr, col. 6, lines 1-17teaching that the invention may be used with 
HTML documents. See specifically, Orr, col. 6, lines 9-12, teaching: "If the user 
changes text or graphics schemes in the document, or even the overall design, the fit is 
automatically recalculated and necessary adjustments are made to format and/or 
style.") 

Regarding dependent claim 18, Orr teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of claim 17, comprising further 
instructions for: 

copying the unmodified file to a final file; 
mapping blocks from the unmodified file to the modified file; 
in response to determining that a block in the modified file has no 
corresponding block in the unmodified file, inserting the block in the final file. 
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(See, Orr, Figures 32 and 37-46, and col. 47, line 47 through col. 48, line 26, teaching 
copying and mapping functions as claimed. See also, Orr, Figures 32 and 37, and col. 
col. 37, lines 47-60, teaching manipulation of blocks to accommodate modified files, 
including inserting a block in the final file.) 

Regarding dependent claim 19, Orr teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of claim 17, comprising further 
instructions for: 

copying the unmodified file to a final file; 
mapping blocks from the unmodified file to the modified file: 
in response to determining a first unique block and a second unique block 
in the modified file are adjacent and the corresponding first unique block and 
corresponding second unique block in the unmodified file are not adjacent, 
moving the second unique block to a position adjacent to the corresponding first 
unique block in the final file. 
(See, Orr, Figures 32 and 37-46, and col. 47, line 47 through col. 48, line 26, teaching 
copying and mapping functions as claimed. See also, Orr, col. col. 39, line 42 through 
col. 40, line 19, teaching manipulation of blocks to accommodate modified files, 
including moving blocks.) 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,386 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2176 

Regarding dependent claim 20, Orr teaches: 

The computer-readable medium of claim 1 7, comprising further 
instructions for: 

copying the unmodified file to a final file; 

mapping blocks from the unmodified file to the modified file; 

in response to determining that a block in the unmodified file has no 
corresponding block in the modified file, deleting the block in the final file. 
(See, Orr, Figures 32 and 37-46, and col. 47, line 47 through col. 48, line 26, teaching 
copying and mapping functions as claimed. See also, Orr, col. 36, lines 14-32, teaching 
manipulation of blocks to accommodate modified files, including rejecting blocks that do 
not have a corresponding block.) 

9. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See, MPEP2123. 

10. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
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for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See, MPEP2123. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants' arguments filed May 30, 2006 have been fully considered, but they 
are not persuasive. 

Regarding rejections of claims 1-7: 

Applicants argue that the reference, Orr, fails to teach all of the limitations 
specified, and, further, Applicants requests elaboration of the grounds of rejection. See, 
Applicant's Response and Amendment, page 7. 

The Examiner disagrees. 

All limitations are specified in the claims are taught by Orr, as stated specifically 
in the elaborated rejections of claims 1-7, above. The Examiner believes that the 
pertinence of the reference was apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art. However, 
the Examiner is also willing to elaborate the grounds of rejection for the benefit of clarity 
and the Applicants' understanding. The elaboration requested by the Applicants does 
not constitute new grounds of rejection. 

Regarding rejections of claim 1: 

First: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach an "original text file." See, 
Response and Amendment, page 7. 
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The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, figure 12a, element 192, teaching the original text file containing other 

files. 

Second: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach a "first modified text file." 
See, Response and Amendment, page 7. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, figure 12b, element 194, col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching a first page for a 
first product. The first page has been converted to HTML from the page taught in figure 

9. 

Third: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach a "second modified text file." 
See, Response and Amendment, page 7. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, figure 12c, element 196, and col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching a second 
page wherein the HTML content elements have been automatically scaled to fit the 
page. 

Fourth: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach a "final file with original 
formatting." See, Response and Amendment, page 7. 
The Examiner disagrees. 
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See, Orr, col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching that the changed documents are 
formatted to fit the original page to result in a final file in the original format. 

Regarding rejections of claims 8-16: 

Applicants argue that the reference, Orr, fails to teach all of the limitations 
specified, and, further, Applicants requests elaboration of the grounds of rejection. See, 
Applicant's Response and Amendment, page 8. 

The Examiner disagrees. 

All limitations are specified in the claims are taught by Orr, as stated specifically 
in the elaborated rejections of claims 8-16, above. The Examiner believes that the 
pertinence of the reference was apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art. However, 
the Examiner is also willing to elaborate the grounds of rejection for the benefit of clarity 
and the Applicants' understanding. The elaboration requested by the Applicants does 
not constitute new grounds of rejection. 

First: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "preserving formatting of an 
original file." See, Response and Amendment, page 8. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

This limitation does not appear as a limitation in the claim, but only in the 
preamble, and is not read as necessary to be read into the claim to breath life into the 
limitations. 
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Second: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "receiving an unmodified 
file." See, Response and Amendment, page 8. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, figure 12a, and col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching an unmodified file. One 
rendered in HTML, the file is not modified with relation to the components within it. 

Third: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "receiving a modified file." 
See, Response and Amendment, page 8. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, col. figure 11, col. 18, lines 19-32, teaching modification of one of the 
document files to change orientation. 

Fourth: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "comparing the unmodified 
file and the modified file." See, Response and Amendment, page 8. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, col. 18, lines 19-32, teaching that the invention re-computes the layout 
of the document based on the changes between the unmodified and modified file. 

Fifth: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "applying the at least one 
modification to the unmodified file." See, Response and Amendment, page 8. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, col. 18, lines 19-32, teaching that the invention re-computes the layout 
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of the document based on the changes between the unmodified and modified file. 

Sixth: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "generate a final file having 
the first format." See, Response and Amendment, page 8. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, col. 18, lines 19-32, teaching that the invention re-computes the layout 
of the document based on the changes between the unmodified and modified file. The 
re-computed file is the final file having the first format. 

Regarding rejections of claims 17-20: 

Applicants argue that the reference, Orr, fails to teach all of the limitations 
specified, and, further, Applicants requests elaboration of the grounds of rejection. See, 
Applicant's Response and Amendment, page 9. 

The Examiner disagrees. 

All limitations are specified in the claims are taught by Orr, as stated specifically 
in the elaborated rejections of claims 17-20, above. The Examiner believes that the 
pertinence of the reference was apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art. However, 
the Examiner is also willing to elaborate the grounds of rejection for the benefit of clarity 
and the Applicants' understanding. The elaboration requested by the Applicants does 
not constitute new grounds of rejection. 
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First: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "a first HTML file." See, 
Response and Amendment, page 9. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, col. 6, lines 1-17teaching that the invention may be used with HTML 
documents. See specifically, Orr, col. 6, lines 9-12, teaching: "If the user changes text 
or graphics schemes in the document, or even the overall design, the fit is automatically 
recalculated and necessary adjustments are made to format and/or style." 

Second: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "a second HTML file." See, 
Response and Amendment, page 9. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, figure 12c, element 196, and col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching a second 
page wherein the HTML content elements have been automatically scaled to fit the 
page. 

Third: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "an unmodified HTML file." 
See, Response and Amendment, page 9. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, figure 12b, element 194, col. 18, lines 33-59, teaching a first page for a 
first product. The first page has been converted to HTML from the page taught in figure 

9. 
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Fourth: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "a modified HTML file." 
See, Response and Amendment, page 9. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, col. 6, lines 1-17teaching that the invention may be used with HTML 
documents. See specifically, Orr, col. 6, lines 9-12, teaching: "If the user changes text 
or graphics schemes in the document, or even the overall design, the fit is automatically 
recalculated and necessary adjustments are made to format and/or style." 

Fifth: Appellants argue that that Orr fails to teach "a final HTML file having the 
first format." See, Response and Amendment, page 9. 
The Examiner disagrees. 

See, Orr, col. 6, lines 1-17teaching that the invention may be used with HTML 
documents. See specifically, Orr, col. 6, lines 9-12, teaching: "If the user changes text 
or graphics schemes in the document, or even the overall design, the fit is automatically 
recalculated and necessary adjustments are made to format and/or style." 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael K. Botts whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5533. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:00-4:00 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,386 Page 23 

Art Unit: 2176 

supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

MKB/mkb 

Heather R. Herndon 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2100 



